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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The examiner has considered the documents listed in forms PTO-1449 submitted 
with the Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) received on 02/2/2005 (see the attached 
forms PTO-1449). 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of the 
following is required: "computer readable medium" as disclose in claims 13 and 24. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art 
to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set 
forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 13 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contains subject matter 
"computer readable medium" which was not described in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions 
and requirements of this title. 
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6. Claims 13, 24-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

In claims 13 and 24, a "computer readable medium" is being recited. In addition, no 
definition for "computer readable medium" is provided in the specification; however, one of 
ordinary skill in the art can interpret the medium in its broadest reasonable sense as 
covering transmission signal. Transmission signal is non-statutory subject matter. 

In claims 25 and 31, a "system" is being recited; however, it appears that the 
system would reasonably be interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art as software, per 
se. 

Any claim not specifically addressed, above, is being rejected as incorporating the 
deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in 
this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

8. Claims 1-5, 8-17, 20-28, 30-34, and 36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Desktop Sidebar v. 1 .03 (printed web pages from desktopsidebar, published 
on 08/03/2003 pages 1-4; hereinafter sidebarl 03). 



As to claim 1, sidebarl 03 teaches: 
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A method in a computing system for providing a user interaction scheme (e.g., 
Desktop Sidebar v. 1.03, see page 1) comprising: 

minimizing an application upon receiving a minimize command (e.g., minimized 
Windows Media Player, see page 2 paragraph 10); 

revealing a tile to represent the minimized application (e.g., Media Player panel); 

and 

providing access to selected application features through the tile (e.g., allows you to 
control Windows Media Player through panel, see page 2 paragraph 10). 

As to claim 14, sidebar103 teaches: 

A method in a computing system for providing a user interaction scheme through 
the use of a sidebar (e.g., Desktop Sidebar v.1.03, see page 1), comprising: 

moving an application to the sidebar upon receipt of a user command to minimize 
the application (e.g., minimized Windows Media Player, see page 2 paragraph 10); and 

providing access to at least a sub-set of features belonging to the application from 
the minimized application in the sidebar (e.g., allows you to control Windows Media Player 
through panel, see page 2 paragraph 10). 

As to claim 25, sidebarl 03 teaches: 

A system for providing user access to a variety of informational items (e.g., Desktop 
Sidebar v.1 .03, see page 1), the system comprising: 

a sidebar for hosting a plurality of tiles (e.g., sidebar that contains a plurality of 
panels, see page 2 paragraphs 4 and 5); 
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at least one application including an insertion module for inserting a tile into the 
sidebar (e.g., panels are freely arranged, added, removed, moved, and grouped, see page 

1 paragraph 6), wherein selected features of the application remain available through the 
tile when the application is represented by a tile in the sidebar (e.g., see page 2 paragraph 
10); and 

user interface tools for allowing a user to command placement of a selected 
application into the sidebar (e.g., panels can be added or moved, see page 1 paragraph 

6). 

As to claim 31, sidebarl 03 teaches: 

A system for providing access to a minimized application through a user interface 
(e.g., Desktop Sidebar v. 1.03, see page 1), the system comprising: 

an available feature selection module for allowing an application to provide selected 
features including at least a sub-set of a full feature set upon minimization (e.g., see page 

2 paragraph 10); and 

a tile insertion module for revealing a tile and for providing access to the selected 
features (e.g., see page 1, 'Mail Checker Window' image). 

As to claim 2, sidebarl 03 further teaches wherein the selected application features 
include a sub-set of the original application features (e.g., see page 2 paragraph 10). 

As to claim 3, sidebarl 03 further teaches wherein the selected application features 
include all of the original application features (e.g., mail checker window, see page 1, 'Mail 
Checker Window' image). 
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As to claims 4 and 15, sidebarl 03 teaches further comprising providing access to 
additional features not available in the application (e.g., see page 2 paragraphs 14-15). 

As to claims 5 and 17, sidebarl 03 teaches further comprising hiding an application 
window upon receiving the minimize command (e.g., hiding Windows Media Player, see 
page 2 paragraph 10). 

As to claim 8, sidebarl 03 teaches further comprising revealing the tile in a sidebar, 
(e.g., revealing information about playing media, see page 2 paragraph 10). 

As to claims 9, 20, 30, and 36, sidebarl 03 teaches comprising providing access to the 
sub-set of application features through a fly-out menu accessible through the tile (e.g., see 
page 1, 'Mail Checker Window' image). 

As to claims 10, 21, 26 and 33, sidebarl 03 teaches comprising providing the user with 
a restore button accessible through the tile to allow the user to maximize the application 
(e.g., allowing to restore weather page, see screenshot of Weather Panel on page 3 and 
better version on page 4). 

As to claims 11, 22 and 27, sidebarl 03 teaches further comprising providing an 
available features selection module for allowing the application to select features available 
through the tile (e.g., see page 2 paragraph 10). 

As to claims 12 and 23, sidebarl 03 teaches further comprising allowing the user to 
determine a size of the tile (e.g., see page 1 paragraph 6). 



Application/Control Number: 10/644,967 



Art Unit: 2179 



Page 7 



As to claims 13 and 24, sidebar103 further teaches a computer readable medium 
having computer executable instructions for performing the method of claim 1 and claim 12 
(e.g., desktop sidebar is installed on a desktop). 

As to claim 16, sidebar103 teaches further comprising inserting a tile in the sidebar 
for providing access to the application (e.g., panels can be added or moved, see page 1 
paragraph 6). 

As to claims 28 and 34, sidebar103 teaches further comprising special controls for 
allowing removal of the application from the sidebar (e.g., panels can be removed, see 
page 1 paragraph 6). 

As to claim 32, sidebar103 teaches a sidebar for hosting the tile within the user 
interface (e.g., sidebar that contains a plurality of panels, see page 2 paragraphs 4 and 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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10. Claims 1-5, 8-11, 13-17, 20-22, 24-28, 30-34, and 36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Amro et al (Patent No. US 6335745 B1; hereinafter 
Amro). 

As to claim 1, Amro teaches: 

A method in a computing system for providing a user interaction scheme (e.g., see 
Fig. 6) comprising: 

minimizing an application upon receiving a minimize command (e.g., minimized 
application A and B as shown in Fig. 5); 

revealing a tile to represent the minimized application (e.g., 'Application A tile in 
Fig. 5); and 

providing access to selected application features through the tile (e.g., providing 
access to application As menu bar and toolbar, see Fig. 6). 

As to claim 14, Amro teaches: 

A method in a computing system for providing a user interaction scheme through 
the use of a sidebar (e.g., see Fig. 6; note that active application bar 106 in Fig. 4 is 
interpreted as sidebar), comprising: 

moving an application to the sidebar upon receipt of a user command to minimize 
the application (e.g., Application A is moved to active application bar 106 as shown in Fig. 
5); and 
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providing access to at least a sub-set of features belonging to the application from 
the minimized application in the sidebar (e.g., providing access to application A's menu bar 
and toolbar, see Fig. 6). 

As to claim 25, Amro teaches: 

A system for providing user access to a variety of informational items (e.g., see Fig. 
6), the system comprising: 

a sidebar for hosting a plurality of tiles (e.g., active application bar 106 in Fig. 5); 

at least one application including an insertion module for inserting a tile into the 
sidebar (e.g., inserting 'Application A into the bar 106, see Fig. 6), wherein selected 
features of the application remain available through the tile when the application is 
represented by a tile in the sidebar (e.g., application A's menu are and toolbar are 
available by a slide up tile, see Fig. 6); and 

user interface tools for allowing a user to command placement of a selected 
application into the sidebar (e.g., clicking one of the buttons 120, 122, 124, see Fig. 4). 

As to claim 31, Amro teaches: 

A system for providing access to a minimized application through a user interface, 
the system (e.g., see Fig. 6) comprising: 

an available feature selection module for allowing an application to provide selected 
features including at least a sub-set of a full feature set upon minimization (e.g., providing 
access to application A's menu bar and toolbar, see Fig. 6); and 
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a tile insertion module for revealing a tile and for providing access to the selected 
features (e.g., see Fig. 4). 

As to claim 2, Amro further teaches wherein the selected application features include 
a sub-set of the original application features (e.g., see Application's A menu bar and 
toolbar in Fig. 6). 

As to claim 3, Amro further teaches wherein the selected application features include 
all of the original application features (e.g., a user can access to all features of application 
A by clicking on the tile 'Application A', see Fig. 4). 

As to claims 4 and 15, Amro teaches further comprising providing access to 
additional features not available in the application (e.g., providing access to features on 
Application B, see Fig. 6). 

As to claims 5 and 17, Amro teaches further comprising hiding an application window 
upon receiving the minimize command (e.g., hiding windows application A and B, see Fig. 

5) . 

As to claim 8, Amro teaches further comprising revealing the tile in a sidebar (e.g., 
revealing information about Application A's menu bar and toolbar, see Fig. 6). 

As to claims 9, 20, 30, and 36, Amro teaches comprising providing access to the sub- 
set of application features through a fly-out menu accessible through the tile (e.g., see Fig. 

6) . 
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As to claims 10, 21, 26 and 33, Amro teaches comprising providing the user with a 
restore button accessible through the tile to allow the user to maximize the application 
(e.g., see col. 7 lines 1-15 and step 206 in Fig. 8). 

As to claims 11, 22 and 27, Amro teaches further comprising providing an available 
features selection module for allowing the application to select features available through 
the tile (e.g., a user can select a button from Application A's menu bar or toolbar, see Fig. 
6). 

As to claims 13 and 24, Amro further teaches a computer readable medium having 
computer executable instructions for performing the method of claim 1 and claim 12 (e.g., 
see col. 9 lines 59-67). 

As to claim 16, Amro teaches further comprising inserting a tile in the sidebar for 
providing access to the application (e.g., see Fig. 6). 

As to claims 28 and 34, Amro teaches further comprising special controls for allowing 
removal of the application from the sidebar (e.g., see col. 5 lines 62-67 - col. 6 lines 1-3). 

As to claim 32, Amro teaches a sidebar for hosting the tile within the user interface 
(e.g., active application bar 106 having application A-B tiles in Fig. 5). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 6 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
sidebar103 in view of Oran et al (Patent No 5757371 , hereinafter Oran). 

As to claims 6 and 18, sidebar103 teaches the limitation of claims 1 and 14 for the 
reasons as discussed with respect to claims 1 and 14 above. However, sidebar103 fails to 
expressly teach hiding taskbar. Oran, though, teaches hiding the taskbar application 
button (e.g., see checkbox for Auto Hide taskbar, see Fig. 15A). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
sidebar103 and Oran before him at the time the invention was made to have combined the 
two teachings together to automatically hide the taskbar application button upon receiving 
the minimized command for the purpose of providing more space for display area. 

1 3. Claims 7 and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
sidebar103 in view of Kramer et al (Patent No US 6738810 B1, hereinafter Kramer). 

As to claims 7 and 19, sidebar103 teaches the limitation of claims 1 and 14 for the 
reasons as discussed with respect to claims 1 and 14 above. However, sidebar103 fails to 
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expressly teach hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the application. Kramer, though, 
teaches hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the application (e.g., see col. 7 lines 19-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
sidebar103 and Kramer before him at the time the invention was made to have combined 
the two teachings together to automatically hide the alt-tab entry associated with the 
application upon receiving the minimized command because features associated with the 
application is now available through the tile in the sidebar; therefore, disabling or hiding the 
alt-tab entry would save memory and thus speed up processing time. 

14. Claims 29 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
sidebar103 in view of Oran further in view of Kramer. 

As to claims 29 and 35, sidebar103 teaches the limitation of claims 25 and 31 for the 
reasons as discussed with respect to claims 25 and 31 above. Sidebar103 further teaches 
hiding an application window upon receiving the minimize command (e.g., hiding Windows 
Media Player, see page 2 paragraph 10). However, sidebar103 fails to expressly teach 
hiding taskbar. Oran, though, teaches hiding the taskbar application button (e.g., see 
checkbox for Auto Hide taskbar, see Fig. 15A). Thus, combing sidebar103 and Oran 
would meet the limitations for the same reasons as discussed with respect to claims 6 and 
18 above. Sidebar103 and Oran still do not teach hiding an alt-tab entry associated with 
the application. Kramer, though, teaches hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the 
application (e.g., see col. 7 lines 19-36). Thus, combing sidebar103, Oran, and Kramer 
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would meet the limitations for the same reasons as discussed with respect to claims 7 and 
19 above. 

15. Claims 6, 12, 18, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Amro in view of Oran. 

As to claims 6 and 18, Amro teaches the limitation of claims 1 and 14 for the reasons 
as discussed with respect to claims 1 and 14 above. However, Amro fails to expressly 
teach hiding taskbar. Oran, though, teaches hiding the taskbar application button (e.g., 
see checkbox for Auto Hide taskbar, see Fig. 15A). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Amro and Oran before him at the time the invention was made to have combined the two 
teachings together to automatically hide the taskbar application button upon receiving the 
minimized command for the purpose of providing more space for display area. 

As to claims 12 and 23, Amro teaches the limitation of claims 2 and 16 for the 
reasons as discussed with respect to claims 2 and 16 above. However, Amro fails to 
expressly teach allowing the user to determine a size of the tile. Oran, though, teaches 
allowing the user to determine a size of the tile (e.g., see Fig. 1 0A). Thus, combing Amro 
and Oran would meet the limitations for the same reasons as discussed with respect to 
claims 6 and 18 above. 
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16. Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amro in view of Kramer et al (Patent No US 6738810 B1 , hereinafter Kramer). 

As to claims 7 and 19, Amro teaches the limitation of claims 1 and 14 for the reasons 
as discussed with respect to claims 1 and 14 above. However, Amro fails to expressly 
teach hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the application. Kramer, though, teaches 
hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the application (e.g., see col. 7 lines 19-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Amro and Kramer before him at the time the invention was made to have combined the 
two teachings together to automatically hide the alt-tab entry associated with the 
application upon receiving the minimized command because features associated with the 
application is now available through the tile in the sidebar; therefore, disabling or hiding the 
alt-tab entry would save memory and thus speed up processing time. 

17. Claims 29 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amro in view of Oran further in view of Kramer. 

As to claims 29 and 35, Amro teaches the limitation of claims 25 and 31 for the 
reasons as discussed with respect to claims 25 and 31 above. Amro further teaches 
hiding an application window upon receiving the minimize command (e.g., hiding windows 
application A and B, see Fig. 5). However, Amro fails to expressly teach hiding taskbar. 
Oran, though, teaches hiding the taskbar application button (e.g., see checkbox for Auto 
Hide taskbar, see Fig. 15A). Thus, combing Amro and Oran would meet the limitations for 
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the same reasons as discussed with respect to claims 6 and 18 above. Amro and Oran 
still do not teach hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the application. Kramer, though, 
teaches hiding an alt-tab entry associated with the application (e.g., see col. 7 lines 19-36). 
Thus, combing Amro, Oran, and Kramer would meet the limitations for the same reasons 
as discussed with respect to claims 7 and 19 above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .1 1 1(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns, line numbers, and figures in 
the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teaching of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TuyetLien (Lien) T. Tran whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1033. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday: 7:30 - 5:00, off on 
alternating Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN 
USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



T.T 

12/12/2006 



Lien Tran 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2179 



